THS DEARBORN INDEPENDENT

““ Jewish Rights” Clash With American Rights

The Demands Made by Jews in Scores of American Communities Throw
a Strong Light on Jewish Conception of their “Rights” in This Country

present study of the Jewish Question in the United

States is not based upon religious differences. The
religious element does not enter except when it is in-
jected by the Jews themselves. And it is injected in
three ways: First, in their allegation that any study of
the Jews is “religious persecution”; second, by their
own records of what their activities in the United
States consist of; third, by the impression which is
very misleading if not corrected, that the Jews are the
Old Testament people of the Old Testament religion
which is so highly regarded in the Christian world.
The Jews are not the Old Testament people, and the
Old Testament, their Bible, can be found among them
only with difficulty. They are a Talmudical people who
have preferred the volumes of rabbinical speculation to
the words of their ancient Prophets.

The note of religion does not enter this discussion
until the Jews place it there. In this series of articles
we have set aside every non-Jewish statement on this
question, and have accepted only that which proceeds
from recognized Jewish sources. It has been more
than a surprise, in studying the proceedings of the
New York Kchillah and the American Jewish Com-
mittee and their affiliated organizations, as represented
by their activities throughout the country, to learn how
large a part of these activities have a religious bearing,
as being directly and combatively anti-Christian,

That is to say, when the Jews set forth in the pub-
lic charters and constitutions of their organizations
that their only purpose is to “protect Jewish rights”
and when the public asks what are these “Jewish rights”
which need protection in this free country, the answer
can be found only in the actions which the Jews take
to secure that “protection.” The actions mterpret the
words. And thus interpreted, “Jewish rights” seem
to be summed up in the “right” to banish everything
from their sight and hearing that even suggests Chris-
tianity or its Founder. It is just there, from the Jew-
ish side, that religious intolerance makes its appearance.

What follows in the course of this article is nothing
less nor more than a group of citations from Jewish
records covering a number of years. It is given here
partly as an answer to the charge that this series of
articles is “religious persecution,” and partly to help
interpret by official actions the official Jewish program
in the United States.

lT IS well that the public should understand that the

““Christological Expressions’’ Taboo

N IMPORTANT f{act is that previous to the forma-

tion of the Kehillah and the Jewish Committee, this
sort of attack on the rights of Americans was sporadic,
but since 1906 it has increased in number and insistence.
Heretofore it has gone unheeded by the public as a
whole because of our general tolerance in this country,
but from this time forth the country will possess in-
formation that what it has been tolerating is intoler-
ance itself. Under cover of the ideal of Liberty we
have given certain people liberty to attack liberty. We
ought at least to know when that is being done.

Look rapidly down the years and see one phase
of that attack. It is the attack on Christianity,

That is rather a hard thing to set down in writing
in this country, and 1t would not be set down did not
the facts compel it. Jewish writers nowadays show a
great deal of anxiety that non-Jews should follow cer-
tain Christian doctrines. “We gave you your Savior,
and he told you to love your enemies; why don't you
love us?” is the implication with which their statements
usually come,

However, here are a few itr ns from the record:
They are recorded according tc the Jewish calendar
(our modern calendar is “Christian,” and therefore
taboo) but here both calendar dates shall be supplied.

5661 (A. D. 1899-1900) The Jews attempt to have
the word “Christian” removed from the Bill of Rights
of the State of Virginia.

5667 (A. D. 1906-1907) The Jews of Oklahoma
petition the Constitutional Convention protesting that
the acknowledgment of Christ in the new state con-
stitution then being formulated would be repugnant to
the Constitution of the United States.

5668 (A. D. 1907-1908) Widespread demand by the
Jews during this year for the complete secularization
of the public institutions of this country, as a part of
the demand of the Jews for their constitutional rights.
—Supreme Court Justice Brewer's statement that this

is a Christian country widely controverted by Jewish
raobis and publications.

5669 (A, D. 1908-1909) Protests made to governor
of Arkansas against “Christological expressions” em-
ployed by him in his Thanksgiving Day proclamation,
1908.—Protessor Gotthard Deutsch protests against
“Christologic~ orayers” at the high school graduating
exercises at Cincinna*

5673 (A. D. 19i2-1915) The alarming zrowth of
the Jewish population in New Yorx makes it neces-
sary for business men advertising for clerks or secre-
taries, or housewives advertising for help, to specify
where Jewish help was not desired, otherwise the flood
of Jewish applicants was overwhelming. The expres-
sions “Christian preferred,” or “Jews please do not
apply” are used. This year the New York Kehillah
takes the matter in hand stating that “these advertise-
ments indicate an alarming growth of discrimination
against the Jews and it is remarkable that many firms
which cater to the trade of Jews display this form of
prejudice.”

5679 (A. D. 1918-1919) The American Jewish Com-
mittee took up the alleged discrimination against Jews
by army contractors. Louis Marshall, president of the
Committee, notified Newton D. Baker, Secretary of
War, that advertisements had appeared calling for
carpenters to work in government camps, and that the
advertisements required the applicants to be Christians.
Secretary Baker replied that he had made an order
prohibiting contractors from making this discrimina-
tion. (On the whole, this special form of advertise-
ment may appear rather stupid: how many Jewish
carpenters are there? Not enough to discriminate
against. But there were doubtless other reasons.)

May Say “Jew’ But Not '‘Chrisiiar

ROVOST MARSHAL CROWDLK, . charge of

the Selective Draft, had issued an order to all med-
ical examiners, under directior »f the Surgeon Gen-
eral, stating “The foreign-born, especially Jews, are
more apt to malinger than the native-born,” and Louis
Marshall again telegraphed both the Provost Marshal
and the Surgeon General demanding that “the further
use of this form shall be at once discontinued; that ev-
ery copy of it that has been issued should be recalled by
telegram; and that proper explanations be made, so as
to expunge from the archwes of the United States the
unwarranted stigma upon three millions of people.”

It was President Wilson, however, who eventually
ordered the excision of this paragraph.

The United States Shipping Board sent an ad-
vertisement to the New York Times cclling for a file
clerk and stating that a “Christian” (by which is al-
ways meant a non-Jew) was preferred. The ad was
not published as written; it was 1anged so that it
requested applicants to state ths  religion and na-
tionality. This last form would :m to be far more
objectionable than the other. Ir he first instance the
employer states fairly what he wants. In the sec-
ond instance the applicant is compelled to divulge cer-
tain facts about himself in utter ignorance of the em-
ployer’s preference. In the first instance, only the two
classes that can do business get together; in the sec-
ond instance there is no clearness about the situation
until much useless effort is undertaken. Why? Be-
cause the Kehillah demands it. And why does the Ke-
hillah demand it? Because, while it is all right for a
Jew to remember that he is a Jew, it is not all right for
you to remember it.

When Louis Marshall Protests

SO. LOUIS MARSHALL got into action again with
the Shipping Board, this time with certain drastic
demands. Strangely enough, the protest was lodged
through Bainbridge Colby, who was Woodrow Wilson's
last Secretary of State. Mr. Marshall demanded “Not
because of any desire for inflicting punishment, but for
the sake of example and the establishment of a neces-
sary precedent, this offense should be followed by a
dismissal from the public service of the offender, and
the public should be informed of the reason” :
Attention is particularly called to the tone which
Mr. Marshall adopts when addressing high American
officials in the name of the Jewish Committee. It is
not to be duplicated in the addresses of any other rep-
resentatives of other nationalities or faiths.

Unfortunately for Mr. Marshall's plan of pupig,.
ment, the object of his wrath was found to be a womg,
ana she was not discharged, although the Jewish Com.
mittee got an apology from Charles M. Schwah

The Federal Reserve Bank and Liberty Loan Cop.
mittee also got in wrong when an advertisement y,,
printed calling for a “Stenographer for the Liben,
Loan Committee (Christian).” Protest was made gg,
Benjamin Strong, vovernor of the Federal Resery,
Bank and chairman of the Liberty Loan Commitye.
and the advertisement was withdrawn. But this yg
not enough. Secretary of the Treasury McAdoo was
also drawn in to express his “reprobation for an yuy.
patriotic act.”

An officer in the Quartermaster’s Department re.
plied to a young woman who applied for the position
of secretary to him that he preferred not to have Jews
on his office staff. He was reprimanded upon the re.
quest of Mr. Marshall.

The Plattsburg Manual, published for officers in
the United States officers’ training camps, contained
the statement that “the ideal officer is a Christian gen.
tleman.” Mr. Marshall at once made the standard pro-
test against all “Christological manifestations,” and the
Manual was changed to read “the ideal gentleman is a
courteous gentleman.”

5680 (A. D. 1919-1920) In this year the Kehillah
was so successful in its New York campaign that it
was possible for a Jewish advertiser in New York to
say that he wanted Jewish help, but it was not possible
for a non-Jewish advertiser to state his non-Jewish
preference. This is a sidelight both on Jewish reason-
ableness and Jewish power.

One gathers that a few people are still hugging the
delusion that there is no Jewish Question in the United
~tat.c  But another glance down the records will <how
the most prejudiced person that there is such a Ques-
tion. If space permitted, the few details added below
could be matched by a sufficient number to overflow
all the pages of this paper.

5668 (A. D. 1907-1908) Jews agitate in many cities
against Bible reading, Christmas celebrations or carols
in many cities. In Philadelphia, Cincinnati, St. Paul
and New York the Jewish opposition to the carois is
met with strong counter-movements.,

5669 (A. D. 1908-1909) Jewish Community at Tam-
aqua, Pennsylvania, defeats resolution providing daily
Bible reading in the schools.—Jews attempting same
compulsion in New Jersey are met with decision that
pupils may absent themselves from devotional exer
cises.—Jewish agitation in Louisiana stirs ministerial
association to defend the right of the school to the
Bible.—Local council of Jewish Women of Baltimore
petitions school board to prohibit Christmas exercises—
On demand of Edwin Wolf, Jewish member, Phila-
delphia school board prohibits Christmas exercises.—
Jews present bills asking that New York Hebrews be
permitted to ply trades and businesses on Sunday. In-
terdenominational Ministers' Conference takes official
action and Rev. Dr. David J. Burrell, of the Marble
Collegiate Church, states that the attempts of Jews t0
:nierminc the sanctity of Sunday are ethically unjusti-

e

The Lord’s Prayer *‘Anti-Semitic”’

5670 (A D. 1909-1910) On demand of Jews the
school board of Bridgeport, Pennsylvania, votes 10
discontinue the recitation of The Lord's Prayer in the
schools.—In Kentucky State Senate, Jews defeat the
Tichenor Bill making the Bible a book eligible for the
schools.

5671 (A. D. 1910-1911) Jews oppose Bible reading
and singing of hymns in Detroit schools.—New York
State Federation of Labor opposes Jewish Bill to ex-
empt Jews from prosecution for violating Sunday
laws. (The workingman knows that it means a 7-day
week for the Goy!)—New York Kehillah does two
contradictory things; favors bill to permit Jews to do
all kinds of business on Sunday, and pledges itself 1
hwu in the strict enforcement of the Sunday

ws.

5672 (A. D. 1911-1912) Upon the urgence of two
Jews the Hartford, Connecticut, school board votes o°
the question of abolishing all religious exercises in the
schools. The motion is lost by § to 4—Jewish pupi
in a Passiac, New Jersey, school pefition the board ©
education to eliminate the Bible and all Christian song*




